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To: All Members of the Faculty
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From:

John N. Durrie, Secretary
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Subject:

March Meeting of University Faculty
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The next meeting of the University Faculty will be held

I
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on !,uesday, March 22.

• i I

me not later than Monday, March 14 .

Items for the agenda should reach
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March 15, 1966
To:

All Members of the Faculty

From :

John N. Durrie, Secretary

Subject:

March Meeting of University Faculty

The next meeting of the University Faculty will be held on
Tuesday, March 22nd, in Mitchell Hall 101 at 4:00 p.m.
The agenda will include the following items:
1.

'r

I>

Election of a Vice Chairman of the Voting Faculty for
1966-67.

2.

Nominations by the Policy Committee to fill vacancies on
standing committees
Professor Weihofen.

3.

Recommendation from the Policy Committee to abolish the
University United Fund Committee as a standing
committee -- Professor Weihofen.

4.

Election of a member-at-large of the Policy Committee t o
serve for a term of two years, 1966-68.

5.

Recommendation by the College of Education to change the
name of the bachelor's degree in home economics
-- Dean Travelstead.
(Statement attached.)

6.

Election of a faculty representative to :the Administrative
Committee, to serve for a term of three years, 1966-69.

7.

Request for change of designation of the doctoral
degree in engineering -- Dean Springer, for the
Graduate Committee.
(Statement attached.)

8.

Nominations to fill ten vacancies on the Academic
Freedom and Tenure committee for 1966-67 as follows:
five regular members for two-year terms and five
alternates for one-year terms.
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( NOTE:
The revised Policy on Academic Freedom and
Tenure -- February, 1964 -- has the following to
say about nominations:
"Nominations shall be made
from the floor at the regular faculty meeting
preceding the election meeting. Addi tiona~ ~arnes
may be placed in nomination by written petition
signed by five members of the Voting Faculty
presented to the Faculty secretary at least ten
days before the scheduled election meeting."
(Presumably the election meeting wil~ be on.
April 19.) "The agenda for the election meeting
shall contain the names and departments of all
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nominees." The following quotations from the
revised policy are also pertinent for purposes
of making nominations:
" .( nominees) shall be
members of the Voting Faculty with tenure (anyone
whose tenure decision date has passed without
adverse notification has tenure under the revised
policy) ••• For the purpose of this section, members
of the Voting Faculty shall include neither departmental chairmen nor others designated as ex officio
members of the Voting Faculty in Art. I, sec. l,(b)
of the Faculty Constitution. Not more than one
member of any department shall serve as a regular
member or an alternate on the Committee at the
same time ••• Regular Committee members and alternates should be elected because of their known
independence and objectivity and because they can
be expected to exercise an informed judgment concerning the teaching and research qualifications
of other faculty members.
11

Also enclosed:

Summarized minutes of February 22, 1966.
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THE UNIVERSITY OF NEW MEXICO

Faculty Meeting
March 22, 1966
(Summarized Minutes)
The March 22, 1966, meeting of the University Faculty was called
to order by President Popejoy at 4:05 p.m., with a quorum present.

Professor Wollman was elected Vice Chairman of the Faculty for
1966-67.
Professor Weihofen, for the Policy Committee, nominated the following as replacements on standing cornrni ttees for the balance of
1965-66: Professor Napolitano for Professor Heimerich (Athletic
Council); Professor Dittmer for Professor Tuan (Publications Committee); and Professor P. B. Davis for Professor Prouse (Committee
on the University). These nominations were approved by the Faculty.
It was recommended by Professor weihofen, on behalf of the Policy
Committee, that the University United Fund Committee be abolished
as a standing committee of the Faculty and that it function, instead,
as . an adrninistrati ve cornrni ttee appointed by the Administration·
This recommendation was approved.
Professor Selinger was elected a member-at-large of the Policy
Cammi ttee for a two-year term, 1966-68.
Upon the recommendation of Dean Travelstead, for the College of
Education, the Faculty voted to change the name of the undergraduate
~egree now awarded to home economics majors from Bachelor of Science
in Education to Bachelor of science in Horne Economics Education, the
change to be effective with the 1966 Commencement·
Prof
·
· · t ra. essor Dove was elected faculty representative
on the Adrn inis
tive Committee for a three-year term, 1966-69 •
Pre
·
t ions
·
re s1· d ~nt Popejoy invited members of the faculty to make nomina
t. gard1ng the academic vice presidency to their elected representaives on the Adm.inis
. t ra t.1 ve Commi· ttee, to the deans of their
coll
eges or to himself.

~?~ Springe:z; for the Graduate Cammi ttee, recommended that the name
S . he doctoral degree in engineering be changed from Doctor of
c1ence to Doctor of Philosophy. This recommendation was approved.
~: fo~lowing persons were nominated to fill ten vacancies o~ th~ .
hledem17 Freedom and Tenure committee for 1966-67 (names of inelig1D0x nominees are not included here) :
Professors And~rson, Baugi:unan,
anatator, Findley, Green, Houghton, May, Nash, The7kildsen, Tobias,
on AYe~l. It was explained that the election meeting ~ould ~eh~!~
b wP:11 19 and that additional names might be placed.in nominat1
P~e ritten petition signed by five members of the voting Fac:1lty
sented to the Secretary at least ten days before the meeting.
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Dean Lavender, on behalf of the Student Affairs Conunittee, recommended that the Faculty approve the new constitution of the
Associated Students, as voted upon by the student body in an
election held last week. A lengthy discussion followed, in which
it was pointed out that provisions of the new constitution were in
conflict with present faculty legislation regarding Student
Standards policy and certain conunittee functions, memberships,
and lines of authority. The Faculty thereupon voted to approve
the new constitution as submitted except where it abrogates existing Faculty policies.
The

r

meeting adjourned at 6:00 p.m.

J,

r

John N. Durrie, Secretary

~

r
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THE UNIVERSITY OF NE.'W MEXICO
FACULTY MEETING
March 22, 1966
The March 22, 1966 meeting of the University
Faculty was called to order by President Popejoy at
4 :05 p .m., with a quorum present.
PRESIDENT POPEJOY There are several elections on the agenda today, and in each case the
Secretary will describe the duties of the person or
committee to be elected and the method of balloting.
The first item is the election of a Vice Chairman of
the Voting Faculty for 1966-67. Mr. Durrie, do you
have anything to say about that?

Election of
Vice Chairman
of Facul y

r

MR. DORRIE Very little, Mr. President.
The Vice Chairman presides at meetings in the absence
of the President and the Academic Vice President or
when the presiding officer wishes to speak from the
floor. If there is more than one nominee, voting is
to be by ballot.
Hill.

POPEJOY The present incumbent is Dr. W.W.
Nominations are now in order.
MEMBER

I would like to nominate Nathaniel

Wollman.
MEMBER I move nominations cease and that he
be declared elected by acclamation.
POPEJOY Is there any oppostion to this? ·•·
Dr. Wollman has been elected. The second item is a
nomination by the Policy committee to fill vacancies
on standing committees. Professor Weihofen.
PROFESSOR WEIHOFEN Mr. President, these are
nominations to fill vacancies for the remainder of this
Year on three different committees. On the Athletic
Council, Professor Heimerich is on leave: we nominate
to replace him Dr. Leonard Napolitano, Mathematics.
~~ the Publications Committee, Professor Tuan has reigned; we nominate Professor Howard Dittmer. The

Replacem nt
on Standing
Committees
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conunittee on the University, Professor Prouse is on
leave and we would nominate Professor Paul Davis.
POPEJOY This is a recommendation of the
Policy Committee. Is there a second?
PROFESSOR RIED I move nominations be closed
and the nominated people be elected.
by

POPEJOY
saying "aye.

All in favor of the motion, indicate

11

FACULTY

Aye.

POPEJO~ Opposed? .. Carried. The third
item on the agenda is a recommendation from the Policy
Conunittee to abolish the University United Fund Committee as a standing committee. Professor Weihofen.
WEIHOFEN Mr. President, this is not as radical a proposal as it may sound, because we are not
disowning the United Fund campaign. The point is
that we think it is illogical and also impractical
to have this as a committee of the faculty. The contributions to the United Fund are made by all of the
University personnel, of which the faculty is only
about a third in number. There is no reason why this
should be a faculty committee. In practice, as a
matter of fact, representatives are added from the
other parts of the University, Clerical, Buildings &
Grounds,
and so on , but it doesn't seem very polite to
s
.eern to add them as kind of an afterthought to what
is called a faculty committee. There is also a
Practical difficulty. As you know, appointment of
members to the faculty committees is an elaborate
Process . You are now being asked for your choi1es
for next year and those appointments are usually made
at th e last meeting of this faculty in
· the aca d emic
·
Year but the United Fund campaign has to get started
ear1·ier. Further, as a practical matter, the Presi'd en t
usually designates someone to act de facto long before
We get around to appointing each year so, for both
~f.these reasons, we recommend that we simply drop
his as a faculty committee and it will continue to
funct ion
· , actually the way it is functioning
· ·
now, as
an
adm
·
·
· ·
t
inistrative committee appointed by the Adm inisration.

Universi y
United Fund
Committee
Abolished
as Standing
Committee

3/22/66, p. 3

POPEJOY

Any questions?

DEAN TRAVELSTEAD May I speak to this point?
I fully support this action of the Policy Committee
and, as Chairman of this Committee for the past year,
after discussion with members of the Administration,
we rally feel it is a good move for the reasons Mr.
Weihofen has already stated, and I would support it
fully.

POPEJOY
MEMBER

Any other observations or questions?

r

I move the question.

POPEJOY

All in favor?

FACULTY

Aye.

POPEJOY Opposed? .. Carried . The next item
on the agenda is the election of a member-at-large of
the Policy Committee, to serve for a term of two years,
1966-68. The two-year term of Professor Regener expires at the end of this semester. Mr. Durrie will
explain the purpose of the committee, and also the
framework of the election .
DURRIE I apologize to the older members of
the faculty for what may seem a little repetitive. I
think this is the twentieth time I have read this statement, with minor modifications, but I am supposed to
do it .
The Constitution defines the Committee as
follows: The Policy Committee is empowered to define
duties, nominate members, and designate chairmen for
the standing committees of the University Faculty,
subject to consultation with the President of the
University and confirmation by the Voting Faculty; to
Sch e d ule reports from any of these committees
.
.
at d esignatea meetings of the University Faculty; to consider
matters of educational policy in general whenever such
matters are not appropriate to any special committee;

r

Election of
Member-atLarge to
Policy
Commit ee
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to make reports and recommendations direct to the
University Faculty for action by that body; and to
express to the Regents and others Faculty points of
view when authorized to do so by the Voting Faculty.
By petition of members of the Faculty, singly or in
groups, the Policy Committee shall serve to represent
such members before the Regents in any matter believed
worthy by that Committee.
The Policy Committee is elected as follows:
One member elected by each of the College Faculties;
one member elected by the Graduate Committee; and
three members-at-large elected by the Voting Faculty,
of whom no more than two shall be from any one college.
(Since the two ca~ry-over members-at-large for next
year are from different colleges, this ruling has no
bearing in the present election.) Deans and ex-officio
members are not eligible to serve on this Committee.
The Constitution states that after completing
two successive two-year terms on the Policy Committee,
a member may not serve again until two years have
elapsed. Under this ruling only Professor Regener is
ineligible for this election. Also, of course, the
present members of the Committee whose terms continue
through next year, are ineligible.

.t

Listed on the blackboard is the membership of
the Policy Committee as presently established for
l966-67, including the following whose election by
their colleges for the 1966-68 term has recently been
announced: Business Administration, Professor Edgel;
Engineering, Professor Cottrell; Law, Professor Weihofen;
ana the School of Medicine has not yet named a representative. The Graduate Committee representative will
be named after the 1966-67 Committee has been approved
by the Faculty in June.
If there are more than two niminees for
~ember-at-large, voting is to be by preferential balot. Please list all the nominees on your ballot
:!Phabetically, indicating your preference by a number
llowing each name
In order for your vote to be
va1·1 d, there must be• a number after the name of every
nominee.

3/22/66
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POPEJOY
MEMBER
MEMBER
Department.
POPEJOY
MEMBER
POPEJOY
MEMBER

Nominations are now in order.
I nominate Carl Selinger of Law.
I nominate Carl Paak of the Art
Any other nominations?
I move nominations close.
Is there a second?
Second.

POPEJOY All in~avor of the motion to close,
indicate by saying "aye .T..
FACULTY

Aye .

POPEJOY Opposed?
need this requirement, then.

Carried.

We don't

DURRIE Just vote for one name, then -- the
person you would like to have elected. (The balloting
takes place.}
POPEJOY The next item is a recommendation
from the College of Education to change the name of
the bachelor's degree in home economics. Dean Travelstead.
TRAVELSTEAD Mr. President, members of the
Faculty, on the third page of your materials you will
:ee the recommendation, stating the reason.give for
~e recommendation. The college of Education Faculty
discussed this and they believe this is a sound move
~o make for the two reasons given. There are 110 other
internal reasons within the campus but we thin.j' this
wou1a assist in giving a better identification of the
~:~te~t of the degree and I think, rather tha~ beor oring these points , I make the reconurendation -8 move, Mr. President that the name of the degree
ach~lor of Science in Education awarded to those comileting the four-year program in Economics be changed
0 Bachelor of Science in Home Economics Education.

Change of
Name of
Bachelor's
Degree in
Home Economics
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PROFESSOR NORMAN I would like to ask Dean
Travelstead a question. Why is it so necessary to
precisely define the degree? We don't do this in
Arts and Sciences.
POPEJOY

We need a second.

PROFESSOR DRUMMOND

Second.

NORMAN Why should we be so precise in our
definition of the degree? I am not quibbling -- just
asking the question.
TRAVELSTEAD I don't think it is earth-shaking
if it is not changed. A number of reputable institutions have found identification better in special
fields. Maybe the reasoning is a little different in
special fields than it would be within a discipline.
You are quite right that many degrees don't stipulat
a specific discipline but I know of institutions,
including some I have jotted down -- the University
of Arizona awards a Bachelor of Science in Home Economics -- I never believe in citing other institutions
to.members of the Faculty, nor is this any reason for
doing it, but I merely wanted to assure you it is not
a new or wild idea -- the University of Arizona, Iowa
State, Montana State, the University of Wisconsin.
NORMAN

I give up.

TRAVELSTEAD
M

I have some more, but ..•

DRUMMOND Will these people sign themselves
B,S,H.E.E. instead of B.S.?"
11

11

TRAVELSTEAD we don't encourage them to put
anything after their regular name, Mr· Drummond·
to Vote?

POPEJOY

Any other questions? .. Are you ready

SEVERAL MEMBERS

Question.

POPEJOY All in favor of the motion, indicate by saying aye.
II

II

r
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FACULTY

Aye.

POPEJOY Opposed? .. Carried. The final
election is that of one faculty representative to
the Administrative Cornrni ttee, to serve for a term
of three years, 1966-69, to replace Professor Blankenship whose term expires at the end of this semester.
DURRIE The Administrative Committee is
appointed by the President (with the exception of the
three elected faculty members to perform such duties
as he may prescribe) . A member is ineligible for
re-election to an immediate successive term. Here
again , if there are more than two nominees, the vote
is to be by preferential ballot, as before.
POPEJOY

Nominations are now in order.

MEMBER

I nominate Professor Regener.

MEMBER

He just got off one.

MEMBER

I nominate Professor Dove.

PROFESSOR BLUM

I nominate Professor Norman.

NORMAN I am afraid I shall have to decline.
I have a sabbatical coming up and I might just decide
to take 1· t •
BLUM

That's all right.

MEMBER
POPEJOY
MEMBER

I move nominations cease.
Is there a second?
Second.

POPEJOY

All in favor?

FACULTY

Aye.

POPEJOY

opposed? .. carried.

Election of
Faculty
Representative
to Administrative
Committee

r
,
C

'
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DURRIE

Vote for one out of the two.

MEMBER

No numbers?

DURRIE

No numbers.

(The balloting takes place.)

POPEJOY In regard to the Administrative
Committee, let me say that I have asked all of the
members of the Administrative Committee to make any
suggestions the members care to make for the designee
of the Vice President's office, that is, the Academic
Vice Presidency vacated by Dr. Enarson. Now I don't
know how the members of the Faculty want to treat this
matter but if you would like to contact your elected
representative on the Administrative Committee in this
respect, I hope you will feel free to do so. If that
is not convenient you might want to contact the dean
of your college, or some other member of the Administrative Committee in this regard. Of course, members of the Faculty also can make a direct approach
to the President's office if you have a nomination
you would like to make to me directly on the Academic
Vice President, which we hope to fill in the next few
months .

Nominations
Requested
for Academic
Vice Presidency

r
~

r

The seventh item on the agenda is a request
to change the doctoral degree in engineering. Dean
Springer .
DEAN SPRINGER Mr. President, members of
the Faculty, I take it you have read the statement on
~he fourth page. I would like to move that the change
in degree designation as approved by the Engineering
Doc~oral Committee, as further approved by the Engineering Faculty, and as thirdly approved by the Graduate
Committee be adopted by the Faculty.
DEAN CLOUGH

POPEJOY

Second.

Any questions?

PROFESSOR McRAE Mr. President, I suppose
everybody has been thoroughly over this difference
b~tween Doctor of Science and Doctor of Philosophy
since it has been approved by all of these people, but
1 was wondering how much actual Philosophy or Arts and

Change of
Name of
Doctoral
Degree in
Engineering

1 7
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Sciences there is in the degree. Doctor of Science
seems eminently descriptive of the degree, and I
would like to hear something from the College of
Engineering, or some person apart from reasons stated
in the agenda material for the reason for the change.
POPEJOY

Dean Clough.

CLOUGH I am not sure I can add a great deal
to the reasons as described in the material. I don't
pretend that a Doctor of Philosophy in Engineering
has much Philosophy -- but that is not true of Physics,
either, perhaps. It is, of course, an Engineering
program. The major would be principally concentrated
within one of the Engineering departments although
there is a possibility of cross-departmental lines of
training. The minor generally is chosen from Math
and/or Physics, but I can say little beyond this except
to emphasize the fact that the Ph.D. is now the standard degree in Engineering at all of the major institutions in this country except M.I.T., which still has
the Doctor of Science, but the University of Illinois,
University at Berkeley, and so on, and so on, award
only the Ph.D. degree in all fields of Engineering.
They are not Philosophy degrees and don't pretend to
be.

SPRINGER I would also call to your attention
that all Ph.D. requirements as listed in the Graduate
Bulletin will apply to that degree so that this is
n~t purely, as I understand it, a flhange in designation but also somewhat of a change in requirements
that will have to be met for the Ph.D.
POPEJOY
MEMBER

Any more questions?
Question.

POPEJOY The question has been called for.
All infavor of the motion, indicate by saying "aye·
FACULTY

Aye •

11

'r
r

~

r
,
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POPEJOY Opposed? .. Carried. The next item
on the agenda is a request for nominations to fill ten
vacancies on the Academic Freedom and Tenure Committee.
Mr. Durrie will explain nominating procedures as well
as other matters pertaining to this.
DURRIE To repeat what is on the agenda,
nominations are needed for the subsequent election
of five regular members for two-year terms and five
alternates for one-year terms. The revised Policy on
Academic Freedom and Tenure has the following to say
about nominations: "Nominations shall be made from
the floor at the regular faculty meeting preceding
the election meeting. Additional names may be placed
in nomination by written petition signed by five members of the Voting Faculty presented to the Faculty
Secretary at least ten days before the scheduled election meeting.
(Presumably the election meeting will
be on April 19.)
The agenda for the election meeting
shall contain the names and departments of all nominees. 11 The following quotations from the revised
policy are also pertinent for purposes of making nominations:
(nominees) sha 11 be members of the Voting
Faculty with tenure (anyone whose tenure decision date
has passed without adverse notification has tenure
Under the revised policy). For the purpose of this
section, members of the voting Faculty shall include
neither departmental chairmen nor others designated
as ex officio members of the Voting Faculty in Art.
I, Sec. 1, (b) of the Faculty Constitution. Not more
than one member of any department shall serve as a
regular member or an alternate on the Committee at the
same time. Since the holdover members are from the
departments of art, physical education, speech, and
:odern languages, no nominations of people in these
epartments may be made. Regular committee members
ana alternates should be elected because of their
known independence and objectivity and because they
can be expected to exercise an informed judgment concerning the teaching and research qualifications of other
faculty members. II The rules also say that no regular
Comm·ittee member shall serve more than two consecutive
.
~ 0 -year terms.
Under this ruling, no members of the
acuity are ineligible.
11

1 8

Nominations
for Academic
Freedom and
Tenure
Committee
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r

~

r
,
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Listed on the blackboard is the Conunittee
as constituted for the present academic year. The
terms of Professors Bunting, Burley, Chreist and Ulibarri extend through 1966-67, and the terms of the
others expire at the end of this semester.
POPEJOY
MEMBER
MEMBER
Engineering.

Nominations are now in order.

I nominate Professor Baughman, English.
I nominate Professor May from Civil

r

b

r

~

MEMBER
from History.
MEMBER

,

Professor Therkildsen, Economics.

MEMBER I nominate Professor Houghton from
Mechanical Engineering.
MEMBER
MEMBER
of History.
POPEJOY

Professor Green
Professor Tobias from the Department
We need three more nominations at

least.
MEMBER

Professor Varley, Sociology.

MEMBER

He is a chairman.

POPEJOY

r

I nominate Associate Professor Nash

Right.

MEMBER

Professor Findley.

MEMBER

Professor Yell from the Department of

MEMBER

Professor Anderson, Geology.

MEMBER

Dr. Doxtator, secondary Education.

MEMBER

Professor Libo.

Drama.

(

,
(
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POPEJOY

Any more nominations?

PROFESSOR LIBO
MEMBER

I don't believe I am eligible.

I move nominations close.

POPEJOY
MEMBER

Is there a second?
Second.

POPEJOY

All in favor, indicate by saying "aye."

FACULTY

Aye.

r
,

POPEJOY Did everybody hear that motion?
was a motion to close nominations. All in favor?

FACULTY

Aye.

DURRIE May I take a moment to be sur
these have tenure? It will only take a moment.
LIBO

It

John.

11 o f

John, I am not eligible.

DURRIE Professor Libo, hasn't your decision
date b en passed?
LIBO

I don't know.

DURRIE I think so .
1 will apologize later.
POPEJOY
DURRIE

Any others?
They are all here.

TRAVELSTEAD
DURRIE
nominations.
POPEJOY
DURRIE

If my secretary is wrong,

we

are not going to vote on them.

No, that's right.

These are just

We vote the next time.
Yes.

121
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POPEJOY We have one or two other items added
to the agenda , I believe •
DURRIE

Just one I know of.

Dean Lavender.

POPEJOY Dean Lavender asked for one other
i tern on the agenda today.
DEAN LAVENDER Mr. President, members of the
Faculty, the members of the Faculty have received
copies of the proposed new Constitution of the Associated Students. In order to put it before the house,
and on behalf of the student Affairs Committee, I move
the Faculty approve the new Constitution as voted on
by the student body last Wednesday.
MEMBER
POPEJOY
MEMBER

tr

J,

r

~

r

'1
f

•

Second.
Was there a second back there?
Yes.

PROFESSOR ALEXANDER

New Constitution of the
Associated
Students

Are you ready for questions?

LAVENDER I would like, if I may, to discuss
it briefly unless you don• t want me to go through a
brief outline of the significant changes between this
and the one now in existence. I thought it might be
helpful . The new Constitution is an attempt to make
the government of the Associated students more nearly
like, perhaps, the Constitution of the Government of
the United States. There have been some fairly major
changes made in each of the three branches of the
government, and I think the simplest way to put it
before you is to describe the changes in the three
branches .
I might say that the section on student rights
has been changed very little, if any. They didn't ask
f~~ many more rights or freedoms; they think they have
~hlte a few, for which they are indeed grateful, but
ey would suggest changes in the structure of each of
the three branches •

1n2
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The Senate, as presently constituted, is a
representative group of the organized student organizations on campus, each having a certain number of members
or allowed representation in t h e Senate. As it now exists, it comes out to be a body of about 90 people because of the large number of organizations, some of
which have large numbers of members. The new Constitution substitutes for this form -- for this Senate
the Legislative Branch, and it is so designated in the
current Constitution -- a 25-member Senate, members to
be elected at large from the student body and, obvious ly,
this is a major shift in emphasis and quite a change.
The Executive, under the present Constitution,
is the Student Council composed of 12 members and a
president, making a 13-man Executive. As you can imagine, this is sometipes unwieldy, and this may be the
most troublesome aspect of the present Constitution,
from the standpoint of the students. The new Constitution substitutes a one man executive, the President of
the Student Body who would be elected by the student
body and there would also be a vice president to be
elected, and the President would appoint certain administrative officers. ·to constitute his cabinet. These
would be subject to confirmation by the new Senate
Which would have been elected by the student body.
Within the executive section of the Constitution,
t~ere are also remaining the so-called Executive Committees or Executive Agencies that exist in the present
Constitution, agencies like the union Board, the Radio
Board, Student Affairs committee -- six or seven of
these, and one new one added called the International
Relations Committee whose function would be to advise
:he.President on the proper stands for students to take
n international matters.
The third division, third branch of government,
~he Judicial, has undergone perhaps the greatest change;
i~ the present Constitution there is the Student Court
With certain defined functions and certain implied ·powers,
~erhaps, and it has been used under this sort of loose
interpretation from time to time in the past. The new
Constitution sets up a Judiciary that starts with unit
boards in the residence halls and goes forward in an
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orderly progression through the house standards boards
to the men's and wome n's residence hall standards boards
to the Associated Women Students Judicial Board, and
here is a significant change -- well, the addition of
the Associated Women Students is a significant change
at this point, too. The Student Standards Committee,
in the old Constitution, had an independent existence,
not in the heirarchy, not in the ladder. Above this
structure stands t he Student Court as the supreme
student voice in the judicial system, and I would point
out at this point it does have a position superior in
the new Constitution to the Student Standards Committee,
a position it has not had in the present Constitution.
You may want to think about the implication of that,
particularly in reference to your action of, ! 'believe,
last year in adopting a fairly comprehensive student
standards policy with which this provision might indeed
be in conflict.
That's about it. Appeal from the Student Court
is to the Dean of Students under the present arrangements, and appe ls from the Student Standards Committee
are to the President of the University, and I think that
is about the picture of the new Constitution, how t he
structure changes and differs from the old one and,
although I am not an expert on it, I will be glad to
try to answer any questions anyone might have.
ALEXANDER I am gratified with the tripartite
system of government, but there are some minor difficulties which I would like to have you explain, and
fuat is in the difference between our standing committees and the way they are selected with numbers of.
:epresentatives for both students, faculty and admin~stration, and in the case of four of these -- there are
~ee new ones, as I calculate -- four old ones and one
With a different name which is minor, but several of
th
,
.
em have different numbers of representatives from the
students and from the faculty. Some of them are spelled
out in more detail here than ever before and, in several
cas es, the chairmen are to be students, accor d ing
·
t0
th'is, but with no provision whatsoever for selecting
.
the chairmen. It seems to me a defect of this Constitution.
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LAVENDER I think, in answer to the first part of
the question, that there was indeed a deliberate effort,
a deliberate move on the part of the students to constitute a student majority on as many committees as possible.
Does this perhaps suggest an answer to the first part of
your question? In the case of· the Union Board, it is
reduced to nine members -- I guess wanting to streamline
it a bit and make a more manageable committe,out of it.
Yes?
ALEXANDER
LAVENDER

May I cite these differences?
Yes, that might help .

1

.b

r

,t

ALEXANDER On the Student Publications Board the
number is the same as at present except that one administrative officer is now the chairman . The new committee
would have also a chairman appointed bythe President, I
presume, of the University, so that would be the same.
On what is now the cultural Program Committee, it would
be called , I take it, cultural Activities Committee .
The chairman now is the Dean of students . This will pass
over to a student chairman, the election of which is not
specified . The Committee on the University , we now have
four students as representatives, four faculty representatives and four administrative representatives appointed
by the President and two Alumni Association representatives . This new Constitution reduces the number of
faculty and administrative representatives to two each.
It places a senator, the President, the Chairman of the
Student Affairs committee, and one other student. Of
the two faculty members one would be from the Policy
Committee and another, ~he administrative representative,
Would be the Director of the University College , and the
Dean of Students, and the Alumni representatives would
be the Alumni Director and one other. In other words,
these people are classified rather precisely and I am
not sure, from my notes, who is going to be chairman
or how the committee is selected. On the Student
Affairs Committee it will be the same number again
except that the chairman will pass from the Dean of
!7Udents to a student, who will vote only in case 0 ~ a
le. And on the Student Publications Board -- or did
I •• •

LAVENDER

You mentioned that.

r
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ALEXANDER Those are the four, then -- three new
ones that didn't involve faculty members, namely, Student
Radio Board. You mentioned that.
LAVENDER

Yes.

ALEXANDER Board of the New Mexico Union, which
I am not sure what the status of that is now -- and the
Rally Committee.
LAVENDER

tr

Yes.

1>

r

ALEXANDER But what I was concerned about mainly
was not so much that these students wanted to increase
their representatives on these committees and representation on committees, but had taken over the chairmanship
of these committees without any machinery for making
those chairmen selective.

~

r
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LAVENDER It would be my feeling that, if committees are set up they are expected to have a chairman
and the way for naming a chairman isn't suggested. The
committee itself would elect its chairman. This would
seem to me to be the usual procedure. It is the way I
have always functioned. It is not stated and maybe it
should be
It may indeed be a defect.
McRAE I am a member of the Committee on the
University and this is in fact the way we operate. There
is no machinery designated. The chairman is elected by
the committee, and I might add in every case the elected
chairman has been a student. The only time anybody else
served has been in the absence of the student member or
if the student, for some reason, didn't return for a
semester.
LAVENDER This would be the only answer I could
thin~ of to your question and, if it is indeed a defect,
think the Faculty might suggest a re~edy. In th7 case
f the Student Affairs committee changing from making
~Dean of students Chairman to a student who would be
:lected from the student members, it seems to me this
ls ·
·
in line with reasonableness. The function
o f the
Student Affairs Committee is to advise the Dean of
Students and it doesn't seem unreasonable -- I mean, it

!
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might even seem unreasonable for the Dean of Students
to be Chairman of this Committee, so this may be an
improvement. I feel it might well be . Should I call
on Dr. Woodhouse?
McRAE Dean Lavender, I would like to ask
about the relationship between the authority that is
granted by this Constitution and some of the things
that it provides for. It authorizes a student activities fee to be levied on each regular undergraduate
student at the University. It says that all people who
pay this fee are eligible to belong to the Associated
Students and be governed by this Constitution. It
seems to represent an effort on the part of the Student
Council to secure the obligation of graduate students
to pay the student activity fee and, if such a move is to
pass the Student Senate -- but the question is, what
legality would it have in view of the present or proposed Constitution of the Associated Students?
There would be a semi-legality, I
think, in that this matter is covered in two parts of
the Constitution. First, Article I on page one says,
"All persons who are enrolled for instruction at the
University of New Mexico and who have paid the student
activity fee shall be considered members of the student
community to be known as the Associated Students of the
University of New Mexico . That sentence would cover
~his contingency, it seems to me. The other one does,
in a sense, seem to exclude and perhaps this is a
defect as well -- whether they are mutually exclusive.
LAVENDER

McRAE That is the reason I raised the question
as to how adequately this constitution defines the t~pe
of obligations to which students are subjected. If it
only applies to students who are members of the Association for which this constitution is designed, then it
ca.nnot apply to people who do not belong to the Associa·
tion, yet if members of the Associated Students pass
legislation which presumably applies to people who do
n~t belong to the Associated Students and is not consistent with the present provisions of the Constitution,
or Provisions of the proposed constitution, then where
does lie the legality of the move which is presently
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afoot in the Student Senate, and how could such a
resolution, if it were passed -- if it passed the
Senate -- be legally enforced.
LAVENDER Well, speaking in terms of the present
Constitution, I don't believe this could be enforced
even if the Senate passed it unless the parties agreed
to do so -- to abide by it. This Constitution does not
confer this power and it has been presented so far in
student government as a resolution expressing the wish
of the student government and, even though the Senate
should pass it, it would not have the force of law
unless graduate students, medical students, and law
students should agree, or unless the administration
should decide this was indeed a suitable way to define
an Associated Student. And I think this same problem
would exist in the new Constitution and the same acceptance would have to be given, probably. Yes, sir?
McRAE Do you conclude the action -- any action
on such a resolution by the Student Senate, or by the
faculty rcµnification of it, or by the President of the
University, or by the Board of Regents, wo~ld require
an amendment to this constitution?
LAVENDER
McRAE

To either constitution?

Yes.

LAVENDER Yes. I haven't thought about that
question . It conceivably could; it is quite possible
that it might. I might say that the provision, that is,
the definition of an Associated student is essentially
the same in the new as the old constitution. I don't
believe there is any major difference here, so the
Problem would exist in either case.
McRAE It is apparent, then, this Constitution
does not explicitly provide for extending the present
authorizations . . .
LAVENDER
McRAE

That's right.

Not explicitly.

••• in charging an activity fee.

I
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LAVENDER There is, in that other sentence you
read, almost an admission that it is designed for undergraduate students. Yes, sir?
McRAE I would like to direct your attention
again to the question of the Student Standards Board.
LAVENDER

All right, sir.

McRAE The Policy Committee, when it revised
the students' responsibility and considerably enlarged
and, we thought at that time, clarified them, considered
at some length the question of appeal to the President
of the University, the high administrative officer.
This is the revision -- I mean, could you tell me something concerning the feeling of the people who are back
of this new Constitution in regard to the question of
appeal and the function of the Student Standards Board
-- and I would like to ask, since I don't remember
myself, if the function of the Student Standards Board
is in any way changed from what it was before?
LAVENDER To answer the first part of your
question, the students did deliberate and consider t his
aspect of this question of appeal, and felt it would be
an improvement. If the Student Court, composed of
students, stood in this ironic relationship to the
Student Standards Board, there might be difficulties
of definition. They placed the administration in the
appeal procedure and I think whether or not it is the
Dean of Students of the President of the University the
~ntent is the same, that the ultimate appeal is Administration and, through Administration, I guess, the
Regents. This is how they understand it and it has been
e~plained to them. The composition of the Board is
different now. I have the old -- Sherman, do you remember What the composition of the old one was?
DEAN SMITH

Yes.

LAVENDER Would you mind? Oh, I have that, too.
(Dean Smith hands a document to Dean Lavender.) The
Student Standards Committee shall consist of eight regular
members, four from the Voting Faculty and four from the
student body, and four alternate members, two from t he
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Voting Faculty and two from the student body. And the
new one, the Student Standards Board shall be composed
of a chairman and two other student members, two faculty
members and two administration advisers -- from four to
three students and from four to two faculty members.
SMITH

In addition to the two administration.

LAVENDER
ALEXANDER
LAVENDER
present Board.

Right -- who shall not have a vote.
And no alternates.
No alternates are provided in the

McRAE Is there any way of knowing how much,
actually, the Student Standards Board has had come before it in the past year. I ask this only because the
Policy Committee felt this could be a very important
committee and felt part of its function might be -- how
shall I phrase it -- not just disciplining students on
campus infractions, but in appellate matters, in fact,
to protect the student sometimes from the Faculty or
from the Administration.
LAVENDER Dean Mathany actually is Chairman.
He is the person, I think of in connection with Student
Standards. Are there members of the Student Standards
Board present today? •••
McRAE If the Student Standards Board has not,
in fact, had much action by way of appeals, then perhaps
the Policy Committee was in error in thinking that important.
LAVENDER I can answer that. There have indeed
been very few appeals· most of them, in fact, all of
them I am aware of have
' been on matters of discip
· 1 ine
·
rather than other kinds of matters. There have been
none to my knowledge where the student is trying to
Protect himself from the Faculty.
McRAE Well the Policy committee, at that time,
felt that perhaps the
' student body at large is
· no t aware
of the availability of the appeal situation -- and evident!Y there are not many.

'r

!>

r

~

r

'1

.

130

3/22/66 I p • 22

LAVENDER I think the students who worked on
the Constitution were aware of this fact and for this
reason, in fact, wanted to put it in the framework so
that it might get used m0re often and might perform
these kinds of functions. I would say that this proposal changes drastically the functions of the Student
Standards Committee, particularly with respect to the
other judicia l gr ~ups that are provided for.
Do I understand that, in this latter
judicial heirarchy, appea l s can be made to the Dean of
Men or the Dean of Women -- or is that not so?
McRAE

It isn't provided specifically.
They will be on the Student Standards Board as the
Administration advisers and anything that came to that
Board would certainly come to their attention. I don't
think there is anything in the Constitution which would
prevent the Dean of Men arrl Dean of Women performing
any disciplinary functions as they do perform them in
dealing with students. Yes, sir?
LAVENDER

PROFESSOR MURPHY Could you elaborate a little
bit on the function of the International Committee?
I might point out that the Student
Affairs Committee felt this committee did not quite fit
into this list of committees and suggested to the students it be eliminated, and it is one amendment that
the Student Affairs committee recommended to the Senate
but they didn't go along with it. A student named
Roger Banks, a former football player •..
LAVENDER

SMITH

Former student.

LAVENDER Well still a student, pushed it
very strongly. I think,what they really have in mind
I haven't found it yet __ it's national and international -- isn't that what they ••. ?
SMITH

Yes.

LAVENDER It is an effort to make sure that.
student government will at all times be aware of particular kinds of national and international problems,
esp ecially
·
·
problems concerned with human re 1a t ions,
an d

3/22/66, p. 23

I think, specifically, they were concerned with the
fact that -- students are always concerned about civil
rights, about the rights of other students and other
minority groups, and the students wanted it put in
the Constitution that that be a requirement -- a
committee to concern itself with these kinds of things.
The Student Affairs Committee felt, as it was first
proposed , it was unmanageable. It forced all members
of the student body to be members. As revised, it
named a small committee to perform this function, but
this was added just before the vote.

MURPHY It seemed to me out of place. I
thought perhaps i t was a matter of educational policy
on national and international affairs. From what you
say, I guess this is not the case.
LAVENDER I shouldn't say these two would be
all they were concerned with, but I must confess I think
that the motivating force was the other kind of nationa l
and international matter.

MURPHY It seems to me sort of like suggesting
that the Albuquerque city council adopt a "State
Department" -- something of this sort.
LAVENDER Conceivably. This may not be the
only committee that is out of place, but this one perhaps
you might question somewhere. earl?
PROFESSOR SELINGER I am a little worried about
t~ese changes in the Student standards Committee, principally because I think we have about the best Student
Standards policy at present anywhere in the country.
People have written asking for copies of it. I am
~orried in two respects: one of them, it doesn't seem
o make any sense to me, somehow, to have a student
Standards Board that is deliberately set up to represent both faculty and students and to have appeals
from that board going to the entire student Court.
If the point is to have both interests represented on
the board, why reconsider that point when the time comes
to appeal. The other question I have -- th.
i s , o f course,
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is a matter, I think, that affects both faculty and
students because we are talking about actions of students
that may disrupt the educational function on campus.
It is not just a matter of community living but a
possible disruption of the educational function being
carried on by the Faculty of the University, so I think
the theory of both being represented is a good one and
why they abandon it when they get to appeal is one I
can't understand. The thing that bothers me, I am not
sure the students are doing themselves a favor in doing
this. We are dealing with a wealth of sensitive problems where, likely, one of the difficulties is what
kind of pressure is built up in the community if students go out and engage in various activities out in
the community that are perhaps illegal -- what the
University can do. It is pretty unlikely, unless it
affects the University, affects its function and disrupts its life -- they don't do anything about it. It
may not be a policy that is terribly popular with a lot
of people in the community. It seems to me the authority
of a decision reached within the University is entitled
to perhaps a good deal more respect under,the present
scheme of the Student standards Board appeal to the
President than there would be under a scheme where the
ultimate decision made within the University is made
by students in student court. I don't think they are
doing much of a favor to themselves.
LAVENDER I should point out, in general I
don't think it stops with the student Court; I think it
does
rest with Administration , but I think your point
.
is well taken -- and was discussed.
PROFESSOR THERKILDSEN I think there could be
another interpretation, that is, if students wante~ to
see to it that their legal rights and procedural rights
are protected in legal ways and that the phrase there
where appeal in law has to go to the higher board, I
thin~ this is a very important point, and not in matters
of discipline but matters of judicial procedure.
LAVENDER I know for a fact this is what they ,
were thinking , but I don't think they have said it
necessarily and, if they haven't, then perhaps we should
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insist they do. This very point was debated over and
over again. At the very beginning I raised this very
issue, whether or not the students liked it, and I
really thought the present policy was superior to
putting it back in the line, so to speak, and putting
anybody in the spot of having to overrule this many
kinds of decisions, but they were very persuasive from
their points of view in feeling this was giving them
a greater voice in matters of procedure and legal
matters -- at least making it more orderly and establishing a procedure. And a case in point at the moment
might be helped if this procedure were in effect -but only as to matters in student law, certainly not
as to matters of discipline, and I don't know how we
could do that.
PROFESSOR LIBO

It says as to law.

LAVENDER Yes, it says that but, as you know,
it is fraught with many perils. I am not sure what it
means. I have asked the students the question several
times and don't always get a lucid answer.
SELINGER That isn't hard from their point of
view. What they have in mind -- they are law students
working on it and what law students have in mind is a
typical law student concept, the difference between law
and fact. This is intended to give appellate jurisdiction over all issues other than the issue "what
happened." That is an issue of fact. Once it is de~ided what happened, then what ought to be done about
~t, and the whole issue of what ought to be done about
l
.
sis an issue of law and appealable.
LAVENDER Yes. I wasn't always sure that the
People who were advising the group really felt they were
leaving discipline out, but when the specific question
;as asked, the answer was "No, of course not." Are
here any other questions? •• Mr. President, I have a
resolution I have been asked to read to the Facuity on
be~alf of the Associated women Students. It relates to
:~ls matter. I promised them I would read it. "Resoluion: Whereas~ the governing body of all women students,
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The Associated Women Students, has a direct line of
communication to the opinions and ideas of women in
thirty campus organizations, and whereas; we believe
the voice of these women students is best represented
through their elected president, elected by vote of
all women students, and whereas; there is the distinct
possibility that there may be no women at all in the
membership of the New Mexico Student Union Board under
the Senate Bill #27, and whereas; even though there
may be the possibility for women to sit on the New
Mexico Union Board, such women would not be under any
official obligation to represent the Associated Women
Students nor its many and varied constituents, and
whereas; we believe the ideas and opinions of the women
students should be heard and would be helpful in the
operation of such a large and coeducational concern as
the New Mexico Union, and whereas; this official
channel of communication has been available to women
students in the past, and whereas; the Senate Bill #27
removes the President of the Associated Women Students
from the New Mexico student Union Board, therefore be
it resolved: That the Associated Women Students go on
record before the Faculty as disapproving the removal
of their President from the New Mexico Student Union
Board , under Sera te Bill #27, and that such action is
deemed unwise , and an infringement on the dignity of
all women students on the University of New Mexico
campus. 11 I don't know whether you wish to react to
this resolution. If you have any comments, Dean Whiteside is here and I suspect could react more feelingly
than I .
POPEJOY

Any questions?

LAVENDER

Thank you very much.

Yes?

I
PROPESSOR ZAVAD~L
I was told that that resolution had been proposed to student government already
three times .
LAVENDER It was proposed in Sena~e, .referred
to a committee once and voted down, but this issue has
been raised at each stage of the development of this
Constitution, I assure you.
MEMBER
POPEJOY

Question.
Are we voting on the resolution?

'r

b

r

.(

r

'1

135

3/22/66, p. 27

LAVENDER No, sir. The motion is to get
faculty approval to the Constitution.
ALEXANDER One more question. If we approve
the Constitution, am I to understand this automatically changes all of these committees in line with
the way in which they are so directed in the student
Constitution?
LAVENDER It would seem to me it would because it is the Faculty acting, and these faculty
conunittees are joint faculty-student committees.
I am not an authority.
ALEXANDER
LAVENDER

I am simply raising the question.
Good question.

McRAE I would like to ask if the Policy
Conunittee is aware of these changes in structure?
LAVENDER Professor Weihofen, would you
answer that question?
WEIHOFEN Yes, we were informed and asked
whether it should be brought to the Faculty through
the Policy Committee. we saw no reason why it should
be: we did have the draft.
LAVENDER There is a matter in connection
With the Constitution that obviously should have no
bearing on our consideration of it, but the President
and I are in a dilemma whether you want to discuss it
or not. You doubtless read t h e ~ and know the
election was in dispute among the students. The
.
aStudent Court , the legally constituted body to certify
.
student election has done so. The student Election
Comrnittee
·
'
has appealed
this decision to the Dean° f
Students, who is conducting an investigation and a
decision from that appeal is pending. -I called the
stud ent Affairs Committee together this
· morning
·
t0
ad.vise
·
h'
me on this matter and in the course oft is
di
.
,
.
.
scussion, the Student Affairs committee felt it
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proper for them to count the ballots of the election
and, having done so, found according to the ballots
that the election carried by the required two-thirds
majority. The people appealing the action of the
student Court in ratifying the election propose to carry
it further and, as I say, I think these are two discreet matters. It is conceivable that the Faculty
could help -- could get us out of the dilemma if they
either refuse the Constituion or had serious doubts
about any section of it and wanted to submit it to
another vote of the student body. Maybe this will just
muddy the water and I should not have brought it up.
Dean Travelstead?
TRAVELSTEAD I was going to comment on the
connection, or lack of it, between these two questions.
If this Faculty believes this Constitution now before
you is not a proper one and should be amended, revoked
or changed on the basis of that . I don't think the
question ought to be before us at all whether or not
there were some irregularities -- if they were, in
essence, irregularities -- in the election. These are
two entirely separate matters and a judgment on this
Constitution should not be based on any question raised
about the election.
LAVENDER And I think we have no choice, in the
orderly arrangement of things, but to accept the legally
co~stituted body's judgment of the matter. I don't
think this would prejudice the opportunities of the
Plaintiffs to pursue their suit. I might ask Professor
Selinger if I am wrong in that feeling, as a legal
adviser?
SELINGER

I wouldn't suspect it.

LAVENDER

I shouldn't think so, but I don't •••

McRAE Well in connection with what Dean Travelstead said on the qu~stion of rejecting or accepting, I
don't know how much prior thought -- I don't know how
many agencies this present Constitution has passed
through before it has reached us and I am not sure exactly
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how many faculty agencies should be involved. I am
a little concerned about the apparently loose revision
of certain chairmanships of committees, and perhaps
some lack of definition as to their choice. I have
nothing against student chairmen on committees; I have
served on many where there have been student chairmen
and there have been some excellent ones and, unfortunately, some not so good. We know the same thing
can apply to Faculty, I suppose, but I have the same
concern that Mr. Selinger has, in some respects,
about the question of the Student Standards Board
and, at the present moment, I would just, from a
personal standpoint, not be prepared to cast an affirmative vote for the Constitution -- the new one.
TRAVELSTEAD I would like to speak. I think
if everyone here would realize how much work it takes
to foster student government, and what an improvement
this document is over the former -- in my own ' opinion
-- that certain inadequacies don't materially affect
the arrangement or procedure or the intent of the document and to, at this time, reject it after it has
already passed the two-thirds majority of the students,
I think, would be very damaging to it . I think that if
we do have very, very serious reservations, that is one
thing; if we merely have interpretations which can be
clarified over a time and which can be attended to over
a time, or some loose language or style changes, I think
we should go ahead and approve this as it stands now.
POPEJOY

Professor Selinger.

SELINGER our student standards policy has been
passed by the Faculty as a whole, approved ~y the R~gents
-- what would be the effect if we passed this Constitution without changing the student Standards policy at
all, or what would the effect be if we simply were to
approve the Constitution with a reservation which would
say' "nothing in this constitution sha 11 be deemed to
rep
. ea 1 any policy of the present student st an d ar ds policy.,"
lf that were our resolution, which would le~ve the Student
Standards Committee functioning exactly as it does under
the present Student Standards policy, which has been
approved, and which would allow the balance of the
Constitution, insofar as it would not be inconsistent
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with that, to go on into effect.
POPEJOY There is one problem there. That is,
the policy approved by the Faculty provides for the
membership of the Student Standards Committee and if
you -- you do have the problem of a change in the
student Constitution in this respect: You would have
two faculty members on instead of four.
SMITH There is another difference which no
one has mentioned, and I have been reluctant to say
anything about this problem up to this point, but the
new Constitution also cast the Student Standards
Conunittee in a different role. It involves the Student
Standards Conunittee as a sort of appellate court of
last or ultimate jurisdiction over matters of contest
or dispute within student government itself. In other
words, it brings faculty members and the Dean of Men
and Dean of Women as advisers with the Board into the
business of adjudicating strife and contest between
agencies of student government. This is a role which
was not at all contemplated in the student Standards
policy as passed by the Faculty last year.
McRAE May I ask the Dean of students, is
there some pressing urgency in the ratification of
this that we perhaps don't know about.
LAVENDER Yes I should have mentioned it.
The outstanding reason' it comes to your attention
today, and I believe the reason you didn't have your
meeting last week actually was so you could consider
th.
,
'
.
ls today along with other matters because, if the
Constitution is to go into effect next year, the
~lections are to be held on the 23rd of April and,
in order for all of these things to take place -- the
Faculty, Regents and President to approve it -- we
felt we must give ourselves this much time, so if
there is much delay this would be saying we could
not put it into eff~ct until some time later -- which
c~rtainly would not be bad necessarily. We have been
liv ing
·
'
· t ion.
·
very handily under the
present constitu
McRAE May I ask again, how long have the
deliberat·ions continued on this one.?
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LAVENDER For two years the students have been
considering it. At the beginning of this year it was
directed to various groups. The Regents looked at it;
the President and I looked at it; members of the Facu l ty
and the Student Affairs Committee considered it and made
positive reconunendations so this has been going on
through this year and for two years with the students
themselves. The students started working on it last
year and the document was in Dean Smith's hands at
the end of last year. There were some changes made,
particularly on the court system but, basically, it
remains as the format contemplated about two years ago
by the students. Yes, sir?
PROFESSOR COTTRELL How seriously would it be
affected if we followed Professor Selinger's idea, or
suggestion, to amend this so as not to conflict with
the present Student Standards policy?
LAVENDER I would say this would be a substantial
change and it would require the students to vote on it
again. I am just talking off the top of my head.
Professor Weihofen, do you agree?
WEIHOFEN Yes, I should think so.
approved by vote. Right.
LAVENDER
POPEJOY
WEIHOFEN

It has to be

Yes.
And the Regents.
And the Regents.

LAVENDER Yes. This would not be totally undesirable from the point of view of the students. As I
said earlier though, this is no reason for doing it.
Mr . Drummond;
DRUMMOND

It is sort of a hard question -- which

Will put you on the spot.
LAVEND ER

·
Yes, sir.

You have done it before.

DRUMMOND What · your own personal recommend ation
With reference to this ~:nstitution? Will it aid and a b et

r
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your own dealings with students in significant ways?
Will it make it more difficult for you to deal with
them?
SMITH Mr. President, may I, as a former Dean
of Students, suggest that that is a really impossibly
embarrassing question for him to answer.
LAVENDER I am prepared to talk off the top
of my head again. From the point of view of what has
happened and from the point of view of the students
who worked on it, obviously it is much easier for me
to work with them if this were accepted -- but they
are not going to be here next year. I would say that
either Constitution is perfectly workable. This one
clearly is a more -- it is more nearly like -- it's
a unicameral system, like Nebraska, I guess. It is
more nearly like civil government, let's say, and that
may be an improvement. But who is to say that college
government should be like civil government. Perhaps it
should not.
POPEJOY I think it should be said -- I believe
you made the statement that the document was presented
to the President of the university, and I am not permitted to speak to a motion, as I understand my position, but I want to make it clear that there are some
provisions of t he constitution as it now stands which
did not seem to me to be in line with procedures which
the Faculty had indicated they wanted in the establishment of these rules of the Student Standards Committee
particularly. On the other hand, I should say -- since
I have said that -- the basic concepts of this new
Constitution which have to do with th:! responsibility
of the Executive, with the responsibility of the Senate,
or that group which is elected -- I indicated to Dr .
Lavender this was a great improvement over the old one.
So I find myself in part of a dilemma about the document
~s a whole, favoring the main purpose of it but wondering about this particular point where faculty people
:nd students, constituting a committee, can be overruled
sve~ though it is stated in the law. This, as Profe~s~r
elinger has indicated I is a broad concept of determining

1, 0
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whether the penalty itself is too much or too little
in relationship to what the committee has decided.
SMITH Mr. President, might I suggest a
possible way out, which would be a motion to approve
the Constitution as presented to the extent that it
does not conflict with existing faculty documentation.
This would mean, I think, that where the Constitution
runs into conflict with the memberships and definitions
and statements of functions of standing faculty committees, such as the Student Standards Board and oth?rs
that Dr. Alexander was worried about -- they were, all
told, four -- the Constitution would not be approved.
It would mean, then, that it would need further amendment in the way of work on those sections, but where
it didn't come into conflict -- and those are the
only points where it does -- then it would be approved.
This would mean that the new revised Executive Branch
would be approved because there is no conflict -- and
this might work.
LAVENDER

May I ask •••

SMITH It would mean the document would have
to be amended further as a result of the conference
work as between a committee previously designated by
the Policy Committee and student government.
LAVENDER Would this be governed, Sherman, by
this section of the constitution which says, "• • subject
to the laws of the United states and the State of New
Mexico and to regulations for the government of the
University formulated by the Regents, the Administration
: : the Faculty."? Indeed, in the very beginning of
e Constitution we protect ourselves.
SMITH Yes, it is built in in that sense, but
it seems to me approval might be exclusive of areas in
conflict, which might be worked out later.
MEMBER
SMITH

Did you move that?
I did not.

It was an informal suggestion.

r
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LAVENDER If it is agreeable to tle President,
I will change my motion to read that way -- that it is
approved except insofar as it is in conflict with any
faculty rules and regulations.
POPEJOY I am going to try to react to this
suggestion in this, and Dr. Smith can bear this out.
Whenever legislation gets in conflict as between two
houses, for example, the items not in conflict when
both pass it are in the legislation which is passed.
SMITH

That's right.

r
~

r

POPEJOY So you do have that kind of situation
here . You actually have an error in the Constitution
itself. It indicates in one place that regulations of
the Faculty shall prevail, then it turns right around
and breaches that action and puts in a regulation which
does violate. Now I would like to ask our attorneys here,
what do we do with a document like this when we approve
it actually in part. we are actually, from a practical
viewpoint, approving these elements of the Constitution
which do not conflict with faculty regulations and faculty policies. If we go ahead with the proposed resolution, are we exempting the constitution from any
violation or requiring that the constitution not violate
any existing faculty regulations?
WEIHOFEN Mr. chairman, it seems to me a very
ambiguous way of expressing ourselves, if I may say so.
1 think we have to read our own regulations, which we
~aven't done. I am not at all sure, if the regulation
15 spelled out, the process is contrary except with
reference to Student Standards.
MEMBER

Yes, it is.

WEIHOFEN well if this means that the faculty
Inembership on these committees
'
· as they nc:M
shall remain
:~ist, I suppose that is one possible meaning, but that
llnply disagrees with what the present draft of the
:tudent Constitution says. It does not really substiue another one. We are not proposing to do that, so
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that it leaves the very unusual circumstance that we
approve it except insofar as where we find something
that disagrees •••
POPEJOY Let me ask this question, Professor
Weihofen, the Constitution which is proposed provides
that there is not anything in there which will violate
any faculty regulation and then, when you review it,
you find it does violate faculty regulations, so if we
vote for it what we are really saying is that we are
voting for the Constitution which would obviate what
we have already done before, and which the Constitution
says the students should not do. This is a dilemma, it
seems to me -- I mean, the ambiguous part of it. It
seems to me it rests in the Student Constitution rather
than in the Faculty.
SMITH I am very much concerned about putting
the new structure of student government together be ause
I agree, as I think everyone does, this is vastly
superior to the one now in operation -- that part of
the Constitution not in conflict. This is legislation
by reference with a vengeance, Henry, by the fact that
the faculty documentation in these areas is very clear,
very specific. There is for each one of these four
so-called Constitution executive agencies, a very cle r
definition in the faculty documentation as to membership,
function, organization, who is the chairman, and so on
so that the reference is easy to make. The conflicts,
I.t~ink, are very easy to identify and they are extremely
ll.mited as to number.
PROFESSOR ZAVAD}L I would like to vote for t h is
Constitution, but I am a little surprised that all of
these significant differences still exist after two
years of discussion. And people have been aware of t h em
-- somebody must have pointed out that this internal
c~nflict exists, yet here we are, forced to ~ake some
kina of a decision in our usual forty-five minutes,
uninformed. I would like to think that everybod~ knew
about this. I would have the hope that somehow it can
be taken care of, someplace. Dean Lavender reports he
haa endless d'iscussions
.
lately , recently. Is there
un t'l
1
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any hope this can ever be resolved? If we were to
say "no," or put on that qualification, maybe we ought
to know if this is really the kiss of death for the
whole business if no negotiation can be worked out.
I confess to confusion, and I am positively in favor
of the document in substance -- yet maybe that is all
we have to struggle with.
DRUMMOND Mr. President, do we have an amendment
to the motion which we are now discussing? Did we get
that far?
POPEJOY

This is discussion.

DRUMMOND I wonder, as another possibility, Mr.
Smith and Mr. Lavender, whether we might not move to
adopt this Constitution with the exception of Section 7
of Article IV, which is the section in question, and
that we ask that further deliberation between the Policy
Committee of the Faculty and the students be undertaken
in the near future to bring their Constitution in line
with faculty statements. Is it Article V?
MEMBER

Yes.

DRUMMOND Section 7, beginning on line 200 -whatever that is.
·
SMITH

What part of it?

DRUMMOND Well, it would continue, it would seem
to me, over to line 430, practically•
LAVENDER

Wh

Yes.

DRUMMOND Beginning line 200 through line 430.
at would that do to us?
POPEJOY

The question hasn't been answered yet,
~f we
believe that the present faculty regulations prevail and
that unless we vote them out -- of course, if we vote
them out it would be anot her way to get to this ma~t:r,
but the proposed Constitution itself indicates positively
that our present regulations shall not be violated, I
! t~ink, for my own satisfaction, in this sense:

r
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believe, in a sense, but is it possible for us to
delete this section to which you make reference and
then have a document that has been approved by all of
the students in election -- the Student Affairs Committee and others -- with the understanding that part
of the matter approved by the students is not approved
but the parts we approve today, with this deletion,
were of course approved by the students and others
prior to this time. Do we need another election, is
the point I am getting at, on the part of the students?
SMITH I think that you can send this back with
part deleted and have the students -- ordinarily in
legislation -- have the students decide whether they
want to take it in its severed form or start all over
again, but here no body other than the student body
has the right to make that decision, whether they want
to take three-fourths or want to start all over again
try again. That decision would have to be made by al
of the students, I would think.
f/f)FJMVeR.,
M:eMS~
I would, first of all, like to second
very strongly what Dean Travelstead said. I know the
students have worked on the document and worked very
hard and, personally, I think two years is long enough.
I also think the University of New Mexico is very for~unate in having the student government be the body it
8 in which the responsible student leaders work.
That
is not true in every University. I think that if we
~efeat this Constitution today or table it or postpone
it, we are taking one further step toward eroding this
body which is working quite well here, and moving to
a body which satisfies the impasses of students more
~ickly . It seems to me the way the constitution reads,
it defers to the Faculty these matters in which ther~ .
are conflict and I think that is quite an humble position
for students to take, and I think we ought to be reason:bly pleased with it. It seems to me very ad hoc the .
bay we are treating the present small difference, I t~ink,
etween the way the Faculty has constituted these various
c~rnmittees and the students have constituted them. To
SJ.mply delete this portion of the constitution or table
th
.
t emotion -- I am not persuaded faculty po 1·icies
~re
h~ best and I don't think many people here have gi~en
this 1· 8 sue serious
.
.
·
It seems to me ' if we
consideration.

7
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pass the Constitution as it stands we can, at some later
date, consider t h ese conflicts and, if we still feel the
faculty policy is best, re-affirm that. That immediately
overrides the Constitution the way the Constitution itself
reads, .b ut it is probably not too much to think that we
ourselves might change our minds. Further, it seems like
an ad hoc procedure to table because of differences
because future differences may also arise. The Faculty
may put into motion other policies that conflict with the
Constitution, but the Constitution itself takes care of
these, so that I heartily urge we pass it as it stands.

6

tr
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WEIHOFEN I concur in this. It does seem a
shame to delay this by refusing to approve it here.
May I offer this as a suggestion? I don't make it in
the form of a motion. could we vote to approve this with
a statement that we have grave concern about the section
already referred to, especially the Student Standards
Committee, and urge that this be looked at very carefully
and see how it functions and, if amendment of the new
Constitution is called for in those respects, t hat that
be done.
PROFESSOR BLUM I will certainly agree with this
point. As long as we are expressing concern, I would
~ike to express my concern over one other substantive
issue. The Constitution recognizes the large proportion
of the student body living on campus in residence halls
and provides five levels of appeal on matters of student
behavior. My estimate is that there is also a very large
proportion living on campus in fraternities and I am
certainly concerned about the standards of behavior in
these organizations and wonder if some provision could
not and should not be made for regulating these groups.
McRAE Well one last comment -- I hope it is the
last.one -- concerning the differences in structuri~g of
committees. Of course the university, from the Policy
Committee on down seems to be dedicated in principle,
at least, to the ~uestion of government by committ~e and
!h~ thing that surprises me is the apparent e~s: wit~
hich the Policy Committee concurred with. revisions in
committee structure and other matters. When I was on

'1
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the Policy Committee some two years ago, there were long
deliberations and discussion concerning statements of
policies of just one committee, or long deliberations
relating to the question of whether a committee should
be revised in structure or, in fact, abolished and here
are revisions -- discrepancies -- relating to some three
or four committees. I can't recall the Policy Committee
being involved -- at least while I was on it -- in any
of these matters if they were, in fact, aware of it.
Certainly it was never brought to the Policy Committee,
be fact that deliberations were going on in other areas
of the University which would affect the structure and
functions of these committees, and it seems to me this
is t he principal function of the Policy Committee.
TRAVELSTEAD

Question.

PROFESSOR HOFF Is it possible to change t he
Faculty Constitution by a simple vote on a student
constitution, or must the Faculty Constitution be changed
in a very definite way as an amendment?
POPEJOY There is a procedure for the changing
of the Faculty constitution, which involves a different
kind of procedure.
ALEXANDER Excuse me, but I don't believe t here
is anything in conflict with the Faculty Constitution
herein. It is just a conflict with our voted procedure
on establishing certain committees.
DURRIE I believe one of the Bylaws of the
Faculty Constitution is a statement of functions and
duties and membership of standing committees.
ALEXANDER
DURRIE

Is that a Bylaw?

It is a Bylaw.

ALEXANDER Then it is a Bylaw, not part of t he
Constitution. The Constitution is prior to the Bylaws.
DURRIE
•

POPEJOY

Yes, this is true.
Did you have a point you wanted -- what
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you said, Professor Hoff, you feel this is a constitutional matter?
HOFF I was wondering if you could amend the
Faculty Constitution by a simple vote on the Student
Constitution.
POPEJOY I don't believe -- just offhand -- that
the Faculty Constitution makes any specific provision for
the management or policies in regard to student affairs.
We simply have t h e one paragraph that the Faculty of the
University is responsible for regulations in regard to
student conduct -- some words to that effect.

'r
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HOFF We are in essence changing
if we vote
for this we are changing the composition of committees
and this is in the Faculty Constitution.
POPEJOY

This is true.

HOFF I don't know -- I would just like to have
some information on it.
SMITH There is an interesting legal question
here, it seems to me. Let's take the case of the
Student Standards committee which, by the Faculty
Constitution, has a certain composition. Leaving aside
~11 of the questions of its relationship and functions,
it.is my belief, if the Faculty adopts this new :onstibtion of the Associated students, it does re-define t he
membership of the Student standards Committee and wipes
out its own prior legislation on the subject. I think
the latest action of this Faculty on such a point would
be that which would obtain so I think, among other
things, we are voting whether to vote the faculty membership from four to two, put the Dean of Men and Dean
of Women on the committee as advisers, change the funct·
h'
. 10n of the committee
and so on. I think that tis,
that sense is not' just a student constitution; this
18 also a doc~ment of the Faculty, belonging to the
Faculty when the Faculty votes for it.

:n

POPEJOY There is one flaw, I think, in your
argument
t.
, Dr • s mi'th , and that is this: This Constitu.
ion provides that the Faculty shall make regulations
affecting student life and activities. But the very
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document you are voting on contradicts itself by say ing ,
"existing regulations in regard to student matters shall
not be violated by this Constitution."
SMITH Yes, but I think the Faculty regulation
become changed to conform to this document.
DURRIE

That's right.

POPEJOY

But what does the last par gr ph st t?

LAVENDER

"subject to no conflict."

BLUM We could first change the makeup of the
committee by vote and then vote on the Constitution, i
we like the way it is proposed; then it wouldn't e violating anything. .
•

PROFESSOR POTTER I am in favor of the motion.
I feel, personally, t h ere is no conflict but an error in
mechanics. The intent is clear. The intent is not to
e in conflict with present regulations. That is clearly
stated and it seems to me that would take precedence over
minor matters of composition of committees.
SMITH

No.

POTTER Therefore if we vote for this Constitution ,
point out that the manner in which the committees are
: 0 rmulated, or their composition, is in conf~ict with_
itself -- the students have approved the entire Constitution, which includes the statement that there cannot
be conflict with faculty regulations.
SMITH

This is precisely the point.

POTTER I feel that this takes precedence over the
minor poi· nt of committees.
·
.
SMITH This is precisely t he point. I really
believe that what this says on t h e subject of the Student
Standards Committee becomes the latest faculty regul tion on that subject if it is voted for.
DURRIE

Right.

r
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SMITH Mr. President, what constitutes a quorum
of the Faculty?
POPEJOY
One-third.
DURRIE

I was afraid you would

ring that up.

Yes, I think roughly ninety.

I have it

in here.
POPEJOY One-third of the Voting Faculty. So far
this year, I have ruled there has been a quorum pre nt.
DURRIE
SMITH

Quorum is 111.
We will never get tat.

TRAVELSTEAD I know the hour is late and you ar
tired but if we let this matter be knocked out on a
technicality, I think it would be a serious error. Th
student body is quite interested, seriously, sow at
this group does today -- table it, ignore it -- s Y w
don"t have a quorum -- would be very bad procedure. I
think Mr . Drummond tried to give the most reasona le olution I have heard -- let the student body know we do
support the main body of this Constitution -- convey ha
to them and point out the points which should be re olved
l~ter. We are being unfair to them if we leave today
without voting.
COTTRELL I would like to ask the CI\E stion,
w ether we could not recess and come back in session in
a week or two weeks when we can have some of these
questions that the Dean O f Students and the Policy
Conunittee and others don't know the answers. Some of
these things should be resolved and presented to the
Fa cu 1ty so we know what we are doing when we pass t 1.
-- not table it, just recess the session.
•

POPEJOY This is like it usually happens, as
far as students go in our procedures. They are jut .
before an election of student body officers and that ~s
w~at is coming up in April and they need time for politicking ahead of time and to know what officers are
90'ing to be elected, so if there is a delay or a recess

r
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and there is a change, then it has to go back and we
would have to have an election by the student body
itself to see if they approve of the change. Wouldn't
you assume this, Dean Travelstead? Wouldn't that have
to happen if there is not complete agreement? I am
merely stating it as I see it.
COTTRELL Wouldn't they have to do that also,
Mr. Chairman , if we rejected a portion or struck a
portion?
POPEJOY

Oh, yes.

r
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COTTRELL Then my point, wouldn't there be
perhaps considerable gain if we recess for one week
and had a meeting one week from today in which we had
some answers as to what the actual effect of this would
be? I am confused.
POPEJOY

Professor Selinger.

SELINGER on second thought, there is no need
for another student election if it passed witn a reservation, the reservation simply saying that this approval
shall not be construed to approve any part of the Constitution in conflict with the Student Standards policy,
specifically defining the student Standards policy so
there is something to substitute. It would seem to me
the Student Court, that has already decided what the
proper procedure is for enacting the Constitut±on, could
also decide that the constitution is severable. Every
~ther provision could go into effect and go into effect
linrnediately. I think it is an ongoing body, indicated
by their judgment on the issue of whether the Consti:ution was properly passed, so I think you could have
em declare severed what you didn't approve and put
~he rest into effect, and have a body that could ap~rove
lt -- the Student Co~rt. can I put that into a motion?
MEMBER
POPEJOY
liUFBAUER

I will second it.
Did you move this?
I move to amend the present motion to

,
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attach this reservation, "Our approval is not to be
construed to approve any part of the Constitution in
conflict with the Student Standards policy."
MEMBER

Second.

DURRIE

How about the other conflicts?

SELINGER That is t h e one I am particularly
concerned about and I would be willing to treat them
separately. I am not disturbed. We can vote on them
separately.

'r
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McRAE Is there any reason they object to an
approval which approves everything except those parts
relating to structure and functions of faculty standing
committees? It seems t h ere hasn't been anything said
reflecting conflict in any mind here with anything else,
beginning with Professor Alexander.
SELINGER
McRAE
March 22nd.

It is still a fairly clear issue.

If you draw a parallel, the afternoon of

POPEJOY

It seems to me this is a substitute

motion.
SELINGER

I withdraw my motion.

POPEJOY That will do it. Your motion then
becomes the main motion, to approve the Constitution
subject to the qualification which you have suggested,
that it in no sense abrogates the policies which the
Faculty may have passed in regard to student activities,
student life -- something along that line: Do ~ou want
to restate it exactly? It becomes the main motion.
HUFBAUER The Faculty approves the Const~tution
as submitted by the students, but this approval in no
way abrogates existing Faculty policies.
POPEJOY
MEMBER

Is there a second to that?
Second.

'1
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POPEJOY

Any more discussion?

LAVENDER I feel a certain obligation to the
distaff side. I don't know whether you want to ignore
the resolution of the Associated Women Students, but
I don't feel I can face them if you don't react in some
way.
MEMBER

We did.

LAVENDER

r

I'm sorry.

~

r

POPEJOY I would assume he put this in, in a
sense, as an amendment to the overall motion. Do you
want to put your resolution in front of the Faculty?

,
(

,
(

LAVENDER I am not sure I should. I would be
amending a new motion -- the substitute motion. This
would be the quickest way: I move that the -- oh, no,
this would get us into endless problems. I have nothing
to say.
MEMBER

Call for the question.

MEMBER

Question.

POPEJOY I take it, then, we are voting on the
entire document with a statement to the effect it does
not abrogate any existing faculty policies. Do you
understand the motion? •• All in favor, indicate by
saying aye.
II

II

FACULTY

Aye.

POPEJOY

Opposed?

MEMBER
POPEJOY
MEMBER

No.
The motion is carried.
I move we adjourn.

Adjournment, 6 p.m.
Respectfully submitted,

John N. Durrie
secretary

I
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PROPOSED CHANGE OF TITLE
OF UNDERGRADUATE DEGREE
IN HOME ECONOMICS EDUCATION
The faculty of the College of Education recommends, by
action taken March 1, 1966, that the title of the undergraduate
degree now awarded to Horne Economics majors in the College of
Education which is Bachelor of Science in Education be changed
to Bachelor of Science in Home Economics Education, the change
to be effective for those receiving degrees at this year's
Commencement.
This change is requested for the following reasons:
1.
•

To provide a more descriptive title in relation
to degree content.

2.

To provide a degree title which is more commonly
used for the present curriculum and which will be
more readily identified as being the professional
baccalaureate degree in home economics education.

155
REQUEST FOR
CHANGE OF DOCTORAL DEGREE DESIGNATION
COLLEGE OF ENGINEERING

At its meeting on December 7, 1965, the Engineering Doctoral
Committee voted to recommend to the Faculty of the College of
Engineering that the doctoral degree in Engineering be changed
from the present Doctor of Science (Sc.D.) to Doctor of Philosophy
(Ph.D.). This matter was considered by the Engineering Faculty
at its meeting on February 11, 1966 and a motion to approve the
change in degree designation was passed. This matter was presented to the Graduate Committee and the recommendation was
approved at the Committee's March 3 meeting.

The principal reasons for the recommended change are the following :
1. Of approximately 110 institutions in the United States
that offer doctoral work in engineering, only about eight
still award the Doctor of science degree. The degree of
Doctor. of Philosophy has almost entirely supplanted the
Doctor of Science designation and the University of New
Mexico should start awarding what has become the standard
doctorate degree in the field of engineering.
2. At the June 1964 commencement exercises, the University
of New Mexico awarded two honorary Doctor of Science degrees
and will award another at the June 1966 Commencement. Though
not ~pposed to honorary degrees, the.col~ege of Engineering
considers it undesirable for an institution to use the same
designation for both honorary and earned doctoral degrees.
Insofar as changes in the Graduate Bulletin are concerned, all
reference to the Doctor of Science degree will be deleted and
Engineering will be added to those fields offering ~he ~h.D. All
Ph.D. requirements as listed in the Graduate Bulletin will apply
to Engineering.
I~ is recommended to the Faculty that this change become effective
with those doctorates to be awarded June, 1967.
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March 17, 1966

TO:

Tht: Faculty

FROM:

Harold W. Lavender, Chairman, Student Affairs Committee
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Mr. Durrie has concurred in the addition of an
item to the agenda of the faculty meeting next
Tuesday: consideration of the new student
constitution, a copy of which is attached. The
Students voted favorably on it on Wednesday,
March 16.
I submit this item for your consideration on
behalf of the Student Affairs Committee, whose
recommended amendments were adopted by the Student
Senate and voted by the students. The Student
Affairs Committee recommends faculty approval.

;

:

PROPOSED f::ONSTIIDTTON OF THE
ASSOCIATED STUDENTS OF THE UNIVERSITY OF NEW MEXICO

157

PROLOGUE
The terms of this document are defined as follows:
Student refers
to those members of the student community who have paid the Student
Activity Fee and are thereby members of the Associated Students of
the University of New ~exico. Student Officers refers to the Presi 5
dent,
Vice-President, Treasurer, Legislative Administrative Assis6
tant, Executive Administrative Assistant, Attorney General, and
7
Court
Justice s of the Assoicated Students. Each officer will be
8
referred to b y his titl e . Senate refers to the Student Senate of
9
Court
10 the Associated StudGnts of the University of New Mexico.
11
refers to the Student Court of the Associated Students of the Uniw ~
12 versity of New Mexico. Organization refers to any student group
13 which meets the chartering r e ~uirements as established by legisla14
tion; however, at least three-fourths of the members must be stu15 dents.
16 ARTICLE I -- THE ASSOCIATED STUDENTS OF TH.e UNIVERSITY OF NEW MEXICO
17
All persons who are enrolled for instruction at the University
18 of New Mexico and who have paid the student activity fee shall be
19 considered members of the student community to be known as the
20 Associated Students of the University of New Mexico.
The members of
21 the Associated Students shall be subject to the provisions of this
22 constitution and the laws and regulations of the government which
23 it establishes, provided that the provisions of this constitution
24 and any laws or regulations of the student government now or herein25 after enacted shall be subject to the laws of the United States and
26 the State of New Mexico and to regulations for the government of the
27 University formulated by the Regents, the Administration and the
28 Faculty.
29
ARTICLE II
STUDENT RIGHTS
30
Section 1. Full and Equal Rights
31
No student shall be denied full and equal rights in the st u1ent
32 community for reasons of ra c 2 , n ationality, sex, religion,
·
or
33
~
political beliefs.
35 Section 2. Freedom of Expre ssion
The Student Government shall be bound to protect the free
36
37 :xpres ~a.6n of ideas,
~
ection 3. Freedom of Assembly
Students shall have the right to assemble on the campus so long
39
~ as they conduct themselves in an orderly and respectable fashion.
4l Section 4.
Judicial Rights
Students shall have the ri g ht to contest before the Court, the
42
~ constitutionality of legislation or rulings of the Stud~nt Govern- .
44
ment. No student shall be considered guilty of ~nfra~ti?n.of student
45 laws until so proved in a hearing by the app:opr1a~e Judicial body.
46 No student sha-1 1 be compelled to witness against himself and shall
47 be informed of the nature and cause of the accusation, confronted
With h
.
.
d h
the assistance of counsel
~
t e witnesses against him an
ave
49 for his defense.
~ ARTICLE III -- LEGISLATIVE BRANCH
Section 1. Legislative Function
1
2
3
4
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All legislative powers of the Asso c iated Students shall be
·
vested in a Senate.
The Senate shall make all laws which it deems
necessary and proper for the government and regulations of the
Associated
Students, prepare the budget, allocate all funds of the
54
55 Associated Students, and approve or disapprove all appointments made
by the President and Vice-President.
56
Section 2. Composition of the Senate
57
The Senate shall consist of twenty-five members ~ lected at
58
large
from the Associated Students.
The term of Senate office shall
5S
60
be one year .
61 Section 3. Qualifications of Senators
All Senators must have attende d the University at least one
62
63 semester immediately prior to their election and shall have attained
64 a scholarship index of at least 2 O during residence at the Univer65 sity of New Mexico and shall maintain a scholarship ind e x of at
66 least 2.0 during their term of offi ce. All Senators shall be mem67 bers of the Associated Students. No Senator, during the time for
68 which he is elected, shall serve in any other major branch of the
6S
Student Government, unless he be appointed the Senate r ep r ese nta70
tive to a Constitutional Executive Agency.
71
Section 4.
Rules and Procedures
72
The Senate shall be empowered to dete rmine th e rul es for its
73
proceedings. Duties of statutory committees shall be prescribed
74
by the statutes which create them.
75 " Section 5.
Legislation
76
A bill introduced into the Senate and acted upon favorably
77
by a least a majority of its membership shall become law upon
78
signature of the President within ten days after its passage ex7')
cluding Sundays and holidays.
If any bill is ve toed or l eft un80
signed by the President this veto can be nullifie d by a two-thirds
81
affirmative vote of the Senate.
82
Legislation may be removed from the statute books by (a) a
83
majority vote of the Senate membership, subject to the approval of
84
the President (in the event of a veto, a two-thirds majority of
85
the Senate membership will be required to nullify the ve to), or (b)
86
by a referendum election reque sted by a petition presented in the
87
Court and signed by ten per cent of the Associated Students. An
88
affirmative vote by two-thirds of those memte rs of the Associated
89
Students voting in the referendum election shall be sufficient to
90
remove such legislation.
91
Section 7. Senate Administrative Officers
92
The Vice-President shall be President of the Se nate, but shall
93
have no vote except in the event of a tie.
The Vice-President must
'.)4
be a member of the Associated Stude nts and shall have attended the
'.)5
University for at least two s emesters immediately prior to his
96
election and shall have earned at least 45 credit hours and have
97
maintained a scholarhip index of at least 2.0 during residence at
-8
the University and shall maintain a scholarship index of at leas~.
99
2.0 during his term of office.
It shall be the duty of the Presi 100 dent of the Senate to preside at meetings of the Senate and to
101 appoint such assistants as he deems necessary.
The Senate shall
102 elect from its membership the President Pro Tempore who shall be
103 elected by a majority of that body and who shall preside over the
101
Senate in the basence of the President of the Senate .
51
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Section 8. Senate Committees
59
The President of the Senate shall appoint all chairmen and
members of Senate Committees with the concurrence of the Senate
A. The Finance Committee shall ce established to investigate
budget requests and make recommendations on the bud~et of the
Associated Students.
It shall have legislation concerned with
finances referred to it from the Senate. This Commi ttec shall be
composed of five Senators and the Treasurer. The Treasurer shall
serve as a non-voting member for advisory purposes. One of the
Senators shall serve as Chairman and shall have no vote except in
the event of a tie.
B. The Steering and Rules Committee shall function in considering all legislation assigned to it from the Senate by the
President of the Senate. This Committee shall be composed of four
Senators and the Attorney General, who shall serve as a non-voting
member of advisory purposes. One of the Senators shall serve as
Chairman and shall have no vote except in the event of a tic.
C. The Elections Committee shall r eg ulate the elections of
the Associated Students and shall st1uervise the election activities
~
the casting of ballots, the final tabulation
of ballot , and the
~ublishing of the official results. The Committee shall be composed of four Senators who shall not be candidates for e lection and
the Attorney General who shall serve as a non-voting member for
advisory purposes. One of the Senators shall serve as Chairman and
shall have no vote except in the event of a tic.
Section 9. Sessions of the Senate
A.
There shall be two sessions of the SC?nate each year. The
first session shall meet from the first r eg ular meeting following
the Spring Semester election until the Fall Semester elect ion.
The
second session shall meet from the first regular meeting following
the Fall Semester Election until the Spring Semester election of
th e following year .
B. Each Senate shall hold its first meeting within one week
after a general election. At this time new representatives shall
present their credentials and business may be conducted. A qucrum
shall consist of at least three-fourthsof the membership of the
Senate.
~- The Senate shall meet on the call of the President, the
Vice-President or upon petition of at least one-third of the
Senators. Mee~ings shall be held at least every two weeks during
th e regular academic year.
ARTICLE IV - - EXECUTIVE BRANCH
section 1. President
.
The executive power and the power of e nforcement of legislation
of the Associated -:;tudents shall be vested in a President. He shall
have the power to appoint, with concurrence.of the Senate, a_
Treasurer, a Legislative hdministrative Assistant, an Executive Administrative Assistant' an Attorney Gen<?ral' and all student members of Constitutional Executive Agencies ~xcept the Senat~ rapresentatives to those Agencies.
Section 2. Qualifications
.
The President shall have earned a minimum of 7 5 credit hour
upon his election to office and shall '-e a member of the A ociated
Students durina his term of office.
The Presid nt, the Tre sur r
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Section 1r-. ..
Impeachment
A. The judicial power of impeachment of all student officers
and the trial of impeachment shall be reserved to the Student
Senate.
B. The procedure shall he as follo111s: ( 1) simple majority
vote of the members of the Senate, carri ed out in accordance with
the Senate's ncrmal parliamentary p rocedure, shall b e all that is
required to suspend the power and function of a student officer( s)
pending the decision of the Senate; (2) the trial of officer~)
must ce held at the next regularly scheduled Senate meeting and
must be presided over by the Chief Justice of the Court. Any
delay in the trial will cause it to te come null and void; (3)a
two-thirds vote of the Senators shall be r equired to remove an
officer(s) from office; (4) the defendant may solicit a defense
or spea!c in his own behalf.
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5~ both Admiriistra ti ve Assistants, and the Attorney General shall have
1~ maintained a scholarship index of at least 2.0 and must have
161 attended the University for at least two semesters immediately
162 prior to their election or appointment.
They shall maintain a
63 scholarship index of at least 2.0 during their term of office .
6" Section 3.
but:ies
1
65
A . The Treasurer shall be the bonded official responsibl e for
66 maintaining accurate records of all funds of the Associated Students
67 and shall assist the President and the Finance Committee in nre68 paring the budget of the Associated Students for submission to the
.6~ Senate.
He shall also -serve as an advisor to the Senate Finance
70 Committee and as a non-voting member of that committee.
1
B. The Legislative Administrative Assistant shall be the
72 official liason between the Executive and the Legislative Branches
731 of the Student Government.
14
C. The Executive Administrative Assistant shall be respon iblc
• 5 for representing the President in all executive functions designated
' 76 by the President that are within the bounds of this constitution nd
• 7 the laws of the Associated Students.
178
D.
The Attorney General shall provide counsel for Student
in Government in all suits against thp::t government by any student or
lOO in suits by that government against any student. He shall also
181 serve as prosecutor for the Student Standards Board when requested
by that body.
He shall issue advisory opinions concerning student
legislation and all other acts of Student Government when requc ted
to do so by any student.
The authority of recommending chartering
of organizations according to student law shall be vested in the
Attorney General.
Section~- Enforcement
Executive Rulinos necessary and proper for the e nforcement and
execution of this co~stitution and student legislation may be made
sby the
. President .
ect1.on 5.
Executive Reports
The President shall give to the Senate information on the state
of the Associated Students and recommend for their consideration
:uch.measures as he ~ay judge necessary.
ect1.on 6.
Succession
In ~he event that the nosition of President is vacant, then
th e Vice-President shall assume
L
•
d t"
the title and 1.ts
u ies. Th e
President Pro-Temoore of the Senate shall then assume the title
and duties of the~Vice-President.
Section 7.
Constitutional Executive Agenices
Such actions and procedures necessary to carry out student
1 ·
·
f
t · o as are not
egislation and such programs related to their unc i n
specified or prohibited in thi s constitution, or by law shall e
~~ undertaken by Executive Agencies. The terms_of student and ~faculty
06 members of the Constitutional Executive Agencies shall be on~ ac de ic
J
Yea:· These Agencies are responsible to the ~residcn~ for the
eff icient and constitutional discharge of their functions ..
Faculty members shall be nominated by the Policy Commit : e of
the University Faculty subj ect to consultation with the PrAeds1._ e ~t
of
'
.
v t·
Faculty
mini t~e Univc=sity and confirmation by the O 1.~g
t~e ni er212 t:ative members shall be appointed by the Presid:nt ~f
ccu iv
~it y. Student members and chairmen of the Constitutional E
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213 A0encies with the except~o n of the National Student Association
214 Coordinator, who shall be elected by the As sociated Students and
'
;>:5 the Senate r-epresentatives to ti.10 se Agencies, who shall be appointed
216 by the Vice-President, shall be appointed by the President with the
)17 concurrence of Sena te . The po·wcr of removal of his appointments
218 shall be vested in the Presiden t . Appointments of the Vice-Presi21~ dent may be removed by the Vice-President. Removal of an appoint220 ment must receive the concurre nce of the Senate.
Each Constitutio nal Executive Agency shall operate under a
221
222 charter which shall se rve as a gu i d e for its operation and by which
223 it shall be bo und. Each charte r and any amendments mu st be a pp roved
224 by the President and the Dean of Students. The Faculty Policy
225 Committee shall a pprove charters of all Agencies with faculty
226 membership . Copies of the char te rs shall be filed in the offices of
227 the Associated Student s and the Dean of Stude n "'..:s .
228
A. The control of student publ icati ons and the power of
22~ electing the editors and b u siness managers of these pub lications
230 shall be vested in a Studen t Publ ications Board. The Board shall
231 be composed of five students , three faculty me mbers, and one ad232 ministrative representative who shall serve as Chairman and shall
233 ha\e a vote. One of the studen t members shall be a Senator.
234 Editors and cusiness managers shall serve as non-vot ing membe rs
235 of this Board.
The ~tudent Publications Board shall allow no
236 abridgment of free expression in the student publications. .
.
237
B. The control of all br0~dcasting, the power of appo1nt1ng
238 a station manager and a business manager shall be vested in the
23. Student Radio Board. The Board shall consist of five students,
240 three faculty memeers, and one adminis trative r epresentative who
241 shall serve as Chairman and who shall have a vote . The Stud e nt
242 Radio Board shall allow no abridgment of free expression in the
243
broadcasting of the student radio station·
.
2~4
C. The functions of formulating the po licies for the ope ration
245 of the New Mexico Union shall be vested in the Board of the New
246 Mexico Union.
The Board shall consist of nine voting members and
247 the Director of the Union. Five of the voting members shall be
248 s tudents as follows: The President, a Senator, the Chai~an of the
24')
Board who shall have no vote except in the e vent of a tie, the
25()
Chairman of the Union Direc tor~te , and one other student .. Two
251
members of the Faculty and two Administrative r ep r esen~at1ves
252
shall also serve on the Board as votin g members. The Director of
253
the Union shall serve as Executive Secretary of the Board and be
254
255 a non-voting member.
The Board shall a oint the Union Directorate, to be com256
posed of a Chairman ap~ice-Chairman, a Senator, an~ other .memb:rs
257
as authorized by it~ charte:-:- ..,:iose func t i on shal: ,~e to ~eterm1ne
25a
the nature and extent of the,pro g ram of the New Mexico Union:
259
D
.
d ·nistc ring and sponsoring
· The function of planning, a mi
.
26Q
cultural
events
of
interest
to
students
shall
be
vested
in
a d
261
Activities Committee, consisting of eight students an
262 C~ltural
flve f
t d t members shall be a
aculty members
One of the 5 u en
Ch·
'63
Senator.
Another
of.the
student
members
shall
s~:ve
a~hc
264
shall have no vote except in the e vent of a ie .
· t·
265 ana
of Std
.
hall serve as a non-vo 1n0 member.
266
u ents or his representative s
. 1 ith Homecoming
E. The control of all activities conccrue w
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3

and Fiesta sha ll be vested in a Rally Com~ittce . Th~ Committee
shall ~~e c omposed of five student members, two faculty membe rs, and
two repres entat ives of the Administration. One of the student membe rs shall be a Senator and another. student member shall serve as
Chairman a nd shall have no vote exc e~t in the e vent of a tie.
It
shall be the cuty of Rally Coiilmittee t o estab lish and aopoint all
subo rdinat e committees deemed neces sary for the proper handling of
Homecoming and Fiesta .
F. The function of the Committee on the University shall ~e
to -aintai n A const ant system of c ommuni cations among students,
fac ulty, and administrators of t he University of ew Mexico . The
committee shall be composed of four students, two faculty me m er
two administrative members and two membc s of the Alumni Association.
The four studEnts shall be as fol lows: a Senato r
the Presiden
the Ch~ irman of the Stude nt Affairs Commi ttee , and o n e o ther stude n
who shall s e rve as Chairman and shall have no vote excnn t in he
e vent of a tie. The faculty co~tingent shal l ,c made ury of
memeer of the Faculty Policy Committee and one other member of he
Fac ulty. The Administrative con t ingent shall be made up of the
Director of University College and the Dean of Students. The lumni
Representatives shall he the Alumni Dire ctor and o ne othe r.
It
shall be the duty of the Commit tee to suggest policies to h
Associated Students, the Faculty Policy Cammi ttee, the Alumni, n
the Administration on all issues o rought befo re the g roup . The
Freshman oz~ ~ntation Program shall be the responsi ility of h
Cammi ttee.
G. The function of servin g as an advisory Counci t
the
Director of Student Affairs, especially o n those m tte rs affectinCJ
the welfare of the students and rehtionships between stu e n s nd
faculty, shal 1 be vested in a Student Affairs Cammi tt ee to :e composed of five student members, one of whom shall be a Senator, an d
five faculty members. One of the student mem ers shall se:ve
Chairman and shall have no vote except in the event of a tic· The
Director of Student Affairs shall be a non-voting rrem er of the
Cammi ttee.
H.
The function of olanning and administering the National
Student Association campu~ office shall be vested in a _ational
Student Association Committee. The Committee shall advise the
President.
The Committee shall be composed of the elected Coordinator and three other student mem~ers, one of whom shall ~ea
S:mator.
I. There shall be a National-Internati o na l Com~ittee whose
dut y shall ~e to conduct a Forum and advise the President a o ut
matte rs of national and international conce rn. The Committee shall
be
h 11 ea Senator and
comprised of three students of whom ones a
onQ shall be Chairman with no vote, except in the e ve nt of _a tie
~wo faculty members' and one admini st rati o n membe r.
The ~1.ce-Pres lde nt shall ar.:moint the Senator ; the Presid e nt shall appoint the
Oth

.._.

ij6 AR e r students.
37
!ICLE V -- JUDICIAL BRANCH
31 8 Section 1 .
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o
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Judicial Board, ( d) Men's and Women 11 s Residence Standards Committees (optional), (e) and in Residence l,it Standards Committees.
Section 2. Student Court
A. The Court shall have original jurisdiction over all
litigation involving constitutional questions. The Court shall have
exclusive power of interpretation of this constitution and of determining the consitutionality of legislation.
The Court shall have
appellate jurisdiction, as to law, over decisions of the Student
Standards Board.
B. The Ccurt shall be composed of (1) a Chief Justice, (2)
four Associate Justices, and (3) two Graduate Advisors. The Justices must ( 1) be members of the Associated Students, ( 2) have
attended the University for at least two semesters immediately
prior to their appointment, (3) te of at least Junior classification, (~) have maintained a scholarship index of at least 2.0,
and (5) maintain a scholarship index of at least 2.0 during their
term of office.
The Graduate Advisors must (1) be members of the
Associated Students, and ( 2) be students from the School of Law
in at least their second year of legal studies.
The Justices and the Graduate Advisors shall be appointed y
the President with the concurrence of the Senate. The terms of
office of the Justices and the Graduate Advisors shall ~e coterminous with their membershio in the Associated Students and their
good behavior .
C. The Chief Justice shall oreside at all sessions of the
Court and shall be responsible for proclaiming the decisions of
the Court.
The decisions of the Court shall be made b y the concurrence of at least three of the Justice£. · If th<2 rc is a vacancy
or absence of three or more Justices, the remaining Justices may
act in administrative matters subject to later a~proval by at
least three Justices.
The Graduate Advisors shall have no vote.
Details of Court procedure not prescribed by this consti~ution or
by legislation shall be the responsibility of the Court itself.
Section 3. Student Standards Board
A. The Student Standards Board shall have original jurisdiction over all cases involving the rulings and laws of the Asso~iated Students or the laws and regulations of the student community.
The Board shall have aopellcd2 jurisdiction, as to law, over the
decisions of all lower Standards Committees .
B. The Student Standards Board shall be composed of (l) a
Chairman and two other student members, {2) two faculty members,
and (3) two Administration Advisors. The student members and
Chairman must (1) be members of the Associated Students, (2) _have
attended the University at least one semester immedia~e~y P:ior to
their appointment
(3) be of at least Sophomore classification, and
(~-) h
'
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h 1 ship index of 2 .O. The
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Administration Advisors shall be the Dean of Men and t?e Dean of
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r ·
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pav~or. The faculty members shall ~e appointed by the acu y
Olicy Committee for twcjyear terms.
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Toe decisions of the Board shall ~e made y the concurrence of
at least three of its members. The Administration Advisors shall
have no vote . retails of Board procedure not prescribed ty this
constitution or by legislation shall ~e the responsi ility of the
Board itself .
Section '1 . Associated Women Students' Judicial Board
A. Associated Wo r:1en Students' Judicial Board shall have
appellate jurisdiction over cases involving the rulings of the
~ women's standards hoard and the women's unit standards
oards. The
3oard shall have original jurisdiction in matters concerning women
t own students on campus .
B.
The composition of the Associated t•Jomcn Studcrnts' Judici 1
'
Board shall be six membe rs and two alternates chosen at large from
the women students by the previous board as prescribed by the
Associated Women Students' constitution .
C. Details of Judicial Board proc edure not prescri cd 'y hi
constitution, by legislation, or by the Associated Momon Stu ent
2 shall be the responsibility of the Board itself.
Section 5. Men's and Women's Residence Standards Committee
A. The Men's or ~omen's Residence Standards Committee
e established at the discretion of the app ro?riate Residence
Council.
1
B.
The Men's or \vomen' s Residence Standards Commit cc
have original jurisdiction over cases involving the ruling
~ laws of their respective mne's or women's residence counc·
Th
Committees shall have appellate jurisdiction as to law over the
decisions of their respective Residence Unit Standards Commit e
C. The composition of the Committees, other than that they
shall be comprised totally of students, not prescribed , y th·
constitution or by legislation, shall ~e determined Ye ch ~n'
or women's residencG council .
D. Details of Committee procedure not prescribed' Y thi
constitution, by legislation, or by the appropriate Men's or
~omen's R~sidence Council shall =e the responsi ility of the
Co mmi· ttees themse 1 ves.
Section 6. Residence Unit Standards Committees
A. The Residence Unit Standards Committees shall have ori in 1
jurisdiction over cases involving the rulings and laws of their
respective residence uni ts .
.
.
.
B. Committee composition, if not ~rcsc ribed ~ this con.ti ut10~, or by legislation, shall be determined by their re pective
Residence Unit .
c. ~etails of Committee orocedure not prescr~'ed ~y_thi
constitution or by legislation . or ty their re~~ect1ve Resid e nce
· h·l·~y of the Committc s themselve
Unit shall b th
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e respons1 J ~ th
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!~lthe next higher judicial body there y giving u their r1gh to
S e on the matter .
ec t·ion 7. Appeals Procedures
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th
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MJ.Y be a pealed to the Boa rd of Rege nts through the De
ARTICLE VI
ELEC'l'ION PROCEDURES
Sect ion 1.
Election of the Senate
A . Twelve members of the Senate shall e electe a lar9
f~om among those nominees declared eligible by the Elections ComQit tee in the Spring General Election .
B. Thirteen members of the Senate shall be elected
l rg
from among those nominees declared el igi le y the Elcc ions Com
mi~tee in the Fall General Election .
C. Candidates for the Sena te shall submit t o he Elcc ion
Commi ttee nominating petitions ea rin g th e si9naturcs of at 1
seventy-five students no later than two wee ks prior to th ct
set for elections .
ve ction 2.
Election of Executive Office rs
A. The President, Vice-Pr esiden t, and ation l Stud n
Association Coordinator shall be ele cted at large in the Spr·n9
General Election from among thos e candidates declared c igi
'y
the Elections Committee.
B . C·.ndidate s for these offices shall submi
to h
Comm ittee nominating petitions ea ring the s ignature of
one hundred studcn ~s no later than two weeks pr i or o
h
for elections.
Sec tion 3 . Election Procedures
h n
A . The Spring General Election shall c h e ld n
the tenth week nor later than the thirtee nth wee of
seme ster of the academic year.
h n
B. The Fal 1 General Election shall b12 held not e
the tenth week no later than the thirteenth week of he
semes ter of the academic year.
Th
C. An Australiam Ballot shall be used in
ar y
cand idates shall be listed in rotational arder with
aff iliation listed.
D. The elections Committee shall e responsi l e for
p rop r
cas ting of ballots for a true count of votes and for puoli hing
off icial election ~esults. All ti e s shall be decided y pcci
e l e ction.
.E.
The existing Court shall as~ume the du~ies o f the Elec tion
Committee at the first election and im?leme ntati on f
he cons ·tution . At the first General Election following the ar r o v l of
this constit ·1tion, a full Senate of twe nty-five member
hall
elected at large.
The twelve candidates with th e most vo s
h 11
serve their : ~11 term the the other thirteen Senators hall scrv
Unt·l
1
the next General Election.
Sect ion
·
4.
Vacancies
he
p
A.
In the event of a vacancy of the SA Coordin~tor
resident shall with the cons e nt of the Senate, appoin
Officer until a' special election c an ve held to fill
B.
In the event of a vacancy of three or e wer
.
the vacancies shall e filled at the next regular e lectio n.
If
there are more than three vacancies, the Electio ns Comm' t ee h
~all a special election within two weeks to fill the pos i ion
RTICLE VII -- FINANCE
S~c tion 1.
Student Funds
fro a
The funds of the Associated Students may e deriv
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Section 2. Authorization of Student Activity and Bond Fees
A Student Activity Fee shall be levied on each regular
undergraduate student at the University . The amount of the Stude nt
Ac tivity Fee and its distribution shall be determined ~y the vote
of a majority of the ~tudents voting in a regular election of the
Associated Students.
The Student Activity fee shall be su ject to
referendum whenever a change in its amount or in its d istri , ution
is to effected.
Student Bond Fees may be levied by the vote of a majority of
the students voting in a regular election o f the Assoc iated
Students. Such fees shall be used only for the purpose of financing
major projects of the Associated Students. Bond fees shall be c o ll ected at the teg inning of each semester .
The a?proval of the Regents of the Uni ve rsity of New Mexico
is required for the assessment of any student fees .
Section 3. Distribution of the Student Acti vity Fees
The major allocations from the Student Activity Fee shall e
estal::lished i: y vote of a majority of the students vcting in a
regular election. A budget for the allocation of the Student
Activity Fee shall be pre~ared whenever n e cessary by the Senate
with the adivce- of the Treasurer .
ARTICLE VIII -- AMENDMENTS
Amendments to this consli-tution may be proposed ya majority
vote of the Senate or by petition of one-third of the num er of
students voting in the nrevious election. The p r oposed amendment
(1) shall be placed on the ballo~ of the ne xt regular election ~r
(2) if p roposed as an emergency amendme nt, shall e voted u on 1n
a special election to be called within two weeks of its pro?osal .
An affirmative vote hy two-thirds of those students votin9
shall be sufficient to approve an ammendment. After its adoption
by the students to become effective each a mendment must ~e ap proved by the V~ting Faculty, the President of the University
and the Regents of the University•
ARTICLE IX -- RATIFICATION
Up on aryuroval of this constitution by two-thirds o: the
students voting in an election called by Court, the Vot1ng_Fac~lty
the President of the University and the Regents of the Unviers1ty,
this constitution shall become effective and shall superse~e al~
other legal provisions of the Student Government of the Un1vers1ty
of New Mexico
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